1  SHORT  STATEMENT 


OF  THE 

CAUSES  WHICH  LED  TO  THE  WAR  WITH  MEXICO: 

,•  $  ■ 

SHOWING 

THE  INCONSISTENT  COURSE  OF  THE  WHIG  PARTY  ON  THE  SUBJECT. 


In  the  House  of  Representatives,  Monday,  May 
IS,  1846,  a  message,  in  writing,  was  received  from 
the'President  of  the  United  States,  by  the  hands  of 
J.  K.  Walker,  Esq.,  his  Private  Secretary;  which 
was  read  as  follows; 

“To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rcpresentalivesi 

“  The  existing  state  of  the  relations  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico,  renders  it  proper  that  I 
should  bring  the  subject  to  the  consideration  of 
Congress.  In  my  message  at  the  commencement 
of  your  present  session,  the  state  of  these  relations, 
the  causes  which  led  to  the  suspension  of  diplo¬ 
matic  intercourse  between  the  two  countries  in 
March,  1845,  and  the  long-continued  and  unre¬ 
dressed  wrongs  and  injuries  committed  by  the 
Mexican  Government  on  citizens  of  the  United 
States  in  their  persons  and  property,  were  briefly 
set  forth. 

“  As  the  facts  and  opinions  which  were  then  laid 
before  you  were  carefully  considered,  I  cannot  bet¬ 
ter  express  my  present  convictions  of  the  condition 
of  affairs  up  to  that  time,  than  by  referring  you  to 
that  communication. 

“  The  strong  desire  to  establish  peace  with  Mex¬ 
ico,  on  liberal  and  honorable  terms,  and  the  readi¬ 
ness  of  this  Government  to  regulate  and  adjust  our 
boundary,  and  other  causes  of  difference  with  that 
Power,  on  such  fair  and  equitable  principles  as 
would  lead  to  permanent  relations  of  the  most 
friendly  nature,  induced  me,  in  September  last,  to 
seek  the  reopening  of  diplomatic  relations  between 
the  two  countries.  Every  measure  adoptedvon  our 
part  had  for  its  object  the  furtherance  of  these  de¬ 
sired  results.  In  communicating  to  Congress  a 
succinct  statement  of  the  injuries  which  we  had 
suffered  from  Mexico,  and  which  have  been  accu¬ 
mulating  during  a  period  of  more  than  twenty 
years,  every  expression  that  could  tend  to  inflame 
the  people  of  Mexico,  or  defeat  or  delay, a  pacific 
result,  wa^  carefully  avoided.  An  envoy  of  the 
United  States  repaired  to  Mexico  with  full  powers 
to  adjust  every  existing  difference.  But  though 
present  on  the  Mexican  soil,  by  agreement  between 
the  two  Governments,  invested  with  full  powers, 
and  bearing  evidence  of  the  most  friendly  disposi¬ 
tions,  his  mission  has  been  unavailing.  The  Mex¬ 
ican  Government  not  only  refused  to  receive  him, 
or  listen  to  his  propositions,  but  after  a  long-con¬ 
tinued  series  of  menaces,  have  at  last  invaded  our 
territory  and  shed  the  blood  of  our  fellow-citizens 
on  our  own  soil. 

“  It  now  becomes  my  duty  to  state  more  in  de¬ 
tail  the  origin,  progress,  and  failure  of  that  mission. 
In  pursuance  of  the  instructions  given  in  Septem¬ 
ber  last,  an  inquiry  was  made,  on  the  13th  of  Oc¬ 
tober,  in  1845,  in  the  most  friendly  terms,  through 
our  consul  in  Mexico,  of  the  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  whether  the  Mexican  Government  ‘  would 


*  receive  an  envoy  from  the  United  States,  intrust- 
‘  ed  with  full  powers  to  adjust  all  the  questions  in 
‘  dispute  between  the  two  Governments;’  with  the 
assurance,  that  ‘  should  the  answer  be  in  theaffirm- 
‘  ative,  such  an  envoy  would  be  immediately  de- 
1  spatched  to  Mexico.’  The  Mexican  minister, 
on  the  15th  of  October,  gave  an  affirmative  answer 
to  this  inquiry,  requesting  at  the  same  time  that 
our  naval  force  at  Vera  Cruz  might  be  withdrawn, 
lest  its  continued  presence  might  assume  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  menace  and  coercion  pending  the  ne¬ 
gotiations.  This  force  wasimmediately  withdrawn. 
On  the  10th  of  November,  1845,  Mr.  John  Slidell, 
of  Louisiana,  was  commissioned  by  me  as  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  to  Mexico,  and  was  intrusted  with 
full  powers  to  adjust  both  the  questions  of  the 
Texas  boundary  and  of  indemnification  to  our  citi¬ 
zens.  The  redress  of  the  wrongs  of  our  citizens 
naturally  and  inseparably  blended  itself  with  th© 
question  of  boundary.  The  settlement  of  the  one 
question,  in  any  correct  view  of  the  subject, In¬ 
volves  that  of  the  other.  I  could  not,  for  a  moment, 
.entertain  the  idea  that  the  claims  of  our  much- 
injured  and  long-suffering  citizens,  many  of  which 
had  existed  for  more  than  twenty  years,  should  be 
postponed,  or  separated  from  the  settlement  of  the 
boundary  question. 

“  Mr.  Slidell  arrived  at  Vera  Cruz  on  the  30th 
of  November,  and  was  courteously  received  by  the 
authorities'  of  that  city.  But  the  Government  of 
General  Herrera  was  then  tottering  to  its  fall.  The 
revolutionary  party  had  seized  upon  the  Texas 
question  to  effect  or  hasten  its  overthrow.  Its  de¬ 
termination  to  restore  friendly  relations  with  the 
United  States,  and  to  receive  our  minister,  to  ne¬ 
gotiate  for  the  settlement  of  this  question,  was  vio¬ 
lently  assailed,  and  was  made  the  great  theme  of 
denunciation  against  it.  The  Government  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Herrera,  there  is  good  reason  to  believe,  was 
sincerely  desirous  to  receive  our  minister;  but  it 
yielded  to  the  storm  raised  by  its  enemies,  and  oh 
the  21st  of  December  refused  to  accredit  Mr.  Sli¬ 
dell  upon  the  most  frivolous  pretexts.  These  are 
so  fully  and  ably  exposed  in  the  note  of  Mr.  Sli¬ 
dell  of  the  24ch  of  December  last,  to  the  Mexican 
Minister  of  Foreign  Relations,  herewith  transmit¬ 
ted,  that  I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  enter  into  further 
detail  on  this  portion  of  the  subject. 

“  Five  days  after  the  date  of  Mr.  Slidell’s  note, 
General  Herrera  yielded  the  Government  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Paredes  without  a  struggle,  and  on  the  30th  of 
December  resigned  the  Presidency.  This  revolu¬ 
tion  was  accomplished  solely  by  the  army,  the 
people  having  taken  little  part  in  the  contest;  and 
thus  the  supreme  power  in  Mexico  passed  into  the 
hands  of  a  military  leader. 

“  Determined  to  leave  no  effort  untried  to  effect 
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an  amicable  adjustment  with  Mexico,  I  directed 
Mr.  Slidell  to  present  his  credentials  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  General  Paredes,  and  ask  to  be  officially 
received  by  him.  There  would  have  been  less 
ground  for  taking  this  step  had  General  Paredes 
come  into  power  by  a  regular  constitutional  suc¬ 
cession.  In  that  event  his  Administration  would 
have  been  considered  but  a  mere  constitutional 
continuance  of  the  Government  of  General  Her¬ 
rera,  and  the  refusal  of  the  latter  to  receive  our 
minister  would  have  been  deemed  conclusive,  un¬ 
less  an  intimation  had  been  given  by  General  Pa¬ 
redes  of  his  desire  to  reverse  the  decision  of  his 
predecessor: 

“  But  the  Government  of  General  Paredes  owes 
its  existence  to  a  military  revolution,  by  which  the 
subsisting  constitutional  authorities  had  .been  sub¬ 
verted.  The  form  of  government  was  entirely 
changed,  as  well  as  all  the  high  functionaries  by 
whom  it  was  administered. 

“  Under  these  circumstances,  Mr.  Slidell,  in 
obedience  to  my  direction,  addressed  a  note  to  the 
Mexican  Minister  of  Foreign  Relations,  under  date 
of  the  1st  of  March  last,  asking  to  be  received  by 
that  Government  in  the  diplomatic  character  to 
which  he  had  been  appointed.  This  minister,  in 
his  reply,  under  date  of  the  12th  of  March,  reit¬ 
erated  the  arguments  qf  Ilia  predecessor,  and,  in 
terms  that  may  be  considered  as  giving  just 
grounds  of  offence  to  the  Government  and  people 
of  the  United  States,  denied  the  application  of  Mr. 
Slidell.  Nothing,  therefore,  remained  for  our  en¬ 
voy  but  to  demand  his  passports,  and  return  to 
•his  own  country. 

“  Thus  the  Government  of  Mexico,  though  sol¬ 
emnly  pledged  by  official  acts  in  October  last  to 
receive  and  accredit  an  American  envoy,  violated 
their  plighted  faith,  and  refused  the  offer  of  a  peace¬ 
ful  adjustment  of  our  difficulties.  Not  only  was 
the  offer  rejected,  but  the  indignity  of  its  rejection 
was  enhanced  by  the  manifest  breach  of  faith  in 
refusing  to  admit  the  envoy,  who  came  because 
they  had  bound  themselves  to  receive  him.  Nor 
can  it  be  said  that  the  offer  was  fruitless  from  the 
want  of  opportunity  of  discussing  it:  our  envoy 
was  present  on  their  own  soil.  Nor  can  it  be  as¬ 
cribed  to  a  want  of  sufficient  powers:  our  envoy 
had  full  powers  to  adjust  every  question  of  dif¬ 
ference.  Nor  was  there  room  for  complaint  that 
our  propositions  for  settlement  were  unreasonable: 
permission  was  not  even  given  our  envoy  to  make 
any  proposition  whatever.  Nor  can  it  be  objected 
that  we,  on  our  part,  would  not  listen  to  any  rea¬ 
sonable  terms  of  their  suggestion:  the  Mexican 
Government  refused  all  negotiation,  and  have  made 
no  proposition  of  any  kind. 

•“  In  my  message  at  the  com  nencement  of  the 
present  session,  I  informed  you,  that,  upon  the 
earnest  appeal  both  of  the  Congress  and  Conven¬ 
tion  of  Texas,  I  had  ordered  an  efficient  military 
force  to  take  a  position  1  between  the  Nueces  and 
the  Del  Norte.’  This  had  become  necessary  to 
meet  a  threatened  invasion  of  Texas  by  the  Mex¬ 
ican  forces,  for  which  extensive  military  prepara¬ 
tions  had  been  made.  The  invasion  was  threat¬ 
ened  solely  becau  e  Texas  had  determined,  in 
accordance  with  a  solemn  resolution  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States,  to  annex  herself  to  our 
Union;  and,  under  these  circumstances,  it  was 
plainly  our  duty  to  extend  our  protection  over  her 
citizens  and  soil.  , 

“  This  force  was  concentrated  at  Corpus  Christi, 
and  remained  there  until  after  I  had  received  such 


information  from  Mexico  as  rendered  it  probable, 
if  not  certain,  that  the  Mexican  Government  would 
refuse  to  receive  our  envoy. 

“Meantime  Texas,  by  the-final  action  of  our 
Congress,  had  become  an  integral  part  of  our 
Union.  The  Congress  of  Texas,  by  its  act  of  De¬ 
cember  19th ,  1836,  had  declared  the  Rio  del  Norte 
to  be  the  boundary  of  that  Republic.  Its  jurisdic¬ 
tion  had  been  extended  and  exercised  beyond  the 
Nueces.  The  country  between  that  river  and  the 
Del  Norte  had  been  represented  in  the  Congress 
and  in  the  Convention  of  Texas,  had  thus  taken 
part  in  the  act  of  annexation  itself,  and  is  now  in¬ 
cluded  within  one  of  our  Congressional  districts. 
Our  own  Congress  had,  moreover,  with  great  una¬ 
nimity,  by  the  act  approved  December  31st,  1845, 
recognized  the  country  beyond  the  Nueces  as  a 
part  of  our  territory  by  including  it  within  our  own 
revenue  system;  and  a  revenue  officer,  to  reside 
within  that  district,  has  been  appointed  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  It  beca^me, 
therefore,  of  urgent  necessity  to  provide  for  the  de¬ 
fence  of  that  portion  of  our  country.  Accordingly, 
on  the  13th  of  January  last,  instructions  were  is¬ 
sued  to  the  general  in  command  of  these  troops  to 
occupy^the  left  bank  of  the  Del  Norte.  This  riv¬ 
er — which  is  the  southwestern ,  boundary  of  the 
State  of  Texas — is  an  exposed  frontier.  From  this 
quarter  invasion  was  threatened;  upon  it  and  in  its 
immediate  vicinity,  in  the  judgment  of  high  mili¬ 
tary  experience,  are  the  proper  stations  for  the 
protecting  forces  of  the  Government.  In  addition 
to  this  important  consideration,  several  others  oc¬ 
curred  to  induce  this  movement.  Among  these  are 
the  facilities  afforded  by  the  ports  at  Brazos  Santi¬ 
ago  and  the  mouth  of  the  Del  Norte  for  the  recep¬ 
tion  of  supplies  by  sea,  the  stronger  and  more 
healthful  military  positions,  the  convenience  for 
obtaining  a  ready  and  a  more  abundant  supply  of 
provisions,  water,  fuel,  and  forage,  and  the  advan¬ 
tages  which  are  afforded  by  the  Del  Norte  in  for¬ 
warding  supplies  to  such  posts  as  may  be  ■estab¬ 
lished  in  the  interior  and  upon  the  Indian  frontier. 

“  The  movement  of  the  troops  to  the  Del  Norte 
was  made  by  the  Commanding  General,  under  pos¬ 
itive  instructions  to  abstain  from  all  aggressive  acts 
towards  Mexico,  or  Mexican  citizens,  and  to  re- 
ffard  the  relations  between  that  Republic  and  the 
United  States  as  peaceful,  unless  she  should  declare 
war,  or  commit  acts  of  hostility  indicative  of  a  state 
of  war.  He  was  specially  directed  to  protect  pri¬ 
vate  property  and  respect  personal  rights. 

“  The  army  moved  from  Corpus  Christi  on  the 
11th  of  March,  and  on  the  28th  of  that  month  ar¬ 
rived  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Del  Norte,  opposite 
to  Matamoros,  where  it  encamped  on  a  command¬ 
ing  position,  which  has  since  been  strengthened  by 
the  erection  of  field-works.  A  depot  has  also  been 
established  at  Point  Isabel,  near  the  Brazos  Santi¬ 
ago,  thirty  miles  in  rear  of  the  encampment.  The 
selection  of  his  position  was  necessarily  confided 
to  the  judgment  of  the  general  in  command. 

“The  Mexican  forces  at  Matamoros  assumed  a 
belligerent  attitude,  and  on  the  12th  of  April,  Gen¬ 
eral  Ampudia,  then  in  command,  notified  General 
Taylor  to  break  up  his  camp  within  twenty-four 
hours,  and  to  retire  beyond  .the  Nueces  river;  and 
in  the  event  of  his  failure  to  comply  with  these  de¬ 
mands,  announced  that  arms,  and  arms  alone,  must 
decide  the  question.  But  no  open  act  of  hostility 
was  committed  until  the  24th  of  April.  On  that 
day,  General  Arista,  who  had  succeeded  to  the  ■ 
command  of  the  Mexican  forces,  communicated 
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to  General  Taylor  that  ‘he  considered  hostilities 
commenced, and  should  prosecute  them.’  A  party  J 
of  dragoons  of  sixty-three  men  and  officers  were  { 
on  the  same  day  despatched  from  the  American  | 
camp  up  the  Rio  del  Norte,  on  its  left  bank,  to  as-  j 
certain  whether  the  Mexican  troops  had  crossed,  | 
or  were  preparing  to  cross,  the  river,  ‘  became  en-  | 
‘  gaged  with  a  largebody  of  these  troops,  and  after 
‘  a  short  affair,  in  which  some  sixteen  were  killed 
‘and  wounded,  appear  to  have  been  surrounded 
*  and  compelled  to  surrender.’ 

“  The  grievous  wrongs  perpetrated  byMexicans 
upon  our  citizens  throughout  a  long  period  of 
years,  remain  unredressed;  and  solemn  treaties, 
pledging  her  public  faith  for  this  redress,  have  been 
disregarded.  A  Government  either  unable  or  un¬ 
willing  to  enforce  the  execution  of  such  treaties,  | 
fails  to  perform  one  of  its  plainest  duties. 

“  Our  commerce  with  Mexico  has  been  almost 
annihilated.  It  was  formerly  highly  beneficial  to 
both  nations;  but  our  merchants  have  been  deterred 
from  prosecuting  it,  by  the  system  of  outrage  and 
extortion  which  the  Mexican  authorities  have  pur¬ 
sued  against  them;  whilst  their  appeals  through 
their  own  Government  for  indemnity  have  been 
made  in  vain.  Our  forbearance  has  gone  to'  such 
an  extreme  as  to  be  mistaken  in  its  character. 
Had  we  acted  with  vigor  in  repelling  the  insults 
and  redressing  the  injuries  inflicted  by  Mexico  at 
the  commencement,  we  should  doubtless  have 
escaped  all  the  difficulties  in  which  we  are.  now 
involved. 

“  Instead  of  this,  however,  we  have  been  exert¬ 
ing  our  best  efforts  to  propitiate  her  good  will. 
Upon  the  pretext  that  Texas,  a  nation  as  inde¬ 
pendent  as  herself,  thought  proper  to  unite  its 
destinies  with  our  own,  she  has  affected  to  believe 
that  we  have  severed  her  rightful  territory,  and, 
in  official  proclamations  and  manifestoes,  has  re¬ 
peatedly  threatened  to  make  war  upon  us,  for  the 
purpose  of  reconquering  Texas.  In  the  mean 
time,  we  have  tried  every  effort  at  reconciliation. 
The  cup  of  forbearance  had  been  exhausted,  even 
before  the  recent  information  from  the  frontier  of  ! 
the  Del  Norte.  But  now,  after  reiterated  menaces,  j 
Mexico  has  passed  the  boundary  of  the  United  j 
States,  has  invaded  our  territory,  and  shed  Ameri¬ 
can  blood  upon  the  American  soil.  She  has  pro¬ 
claimed  that  hostilities  have 'commenced,  and  that 
the  two  nations  are  now  at  war. 

“As  war  exists,  and,  notwithstanding  all  our 
efforts  to  avoid  it,  exists  by  the  act  of  Mexico  j 
herself,  we  are  called  upon,  by  every  consideration 
of  duty  and  patriotism,  to  vindicate,  with  decision, 
the  honor,  the  rights,  and  the  interests  of  our 
country. 

“  Anticipating  the  possibility  of  a  crisis  like  that 
which  has  arrived,  instructions  were  given  in  Au¬ 
gust  last,  ‘ap  a  precautionary  measure,’  against 
invasion,  or  threatened  invasion,  authorizing  Gen¬ 
eral  Taylor,  if  the  emergency  required,  to  accept 
volunteers,  not  from  Texas  only,  but  from  the 
States  of  Louisiana,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Kentucky;  and  corresponding  letters 
were  addressed  to  the  respective  Governors  of  those 
States.  These  instructions  were  repeated  ;  and  in 
January  last,  soon  after  the  incorporation  of  ‘  Texas 
into  our  Union  of  States,’  General  Taylor  was 
further  ‘  authorized  by  the  President  to  make  a 
‘  requisition  upon  the  Executive  of  that  State  for 
‘  such  of  its  militia  force  as  may  be  needed  to  repel 
‘invasion  or  to  secure  the  country  against  appre¬ 
hended  invasion.’  On  the  2d  day  of  March,  he 


was  again  reminded,  ‘in  the  event  of  the  approach 
‘  of  any  considerable  Mexican  force,  promptly  and 
‘  efficiently  to  use  the  authority  with  which  he  was 
‘  clothed  to  call  to  him  such  auxiliary  force  as  he 
‘might  need.’  War  actually  existing,  and  our 
territory  having  been  invaded,  General  Taylor, 
pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  him  by  my  direc¬ 
tion,  has  called  on  the  Governor  of  Texas  for  four 
regiments  of  State  troops — two  to  be  mounted, 
and  two  to  serve  on  foot;  and  on  the  Governor  of 
Louisiana  for  four  regiments  of  infantry,  to  be 
sent  to  him  as  soon  as  practicable. 

“  In  further  vindication  of  our  rights  and  de¬ 
fence  of  -our  territory,  I  invoke  the  prompt  action 
of  Congress  to  recognize  the  existence  of  the  war, 
and  to  place  at  the  disposition  of  the  Executive 
the  means  of  prosecuting  the  war  with  vigor,  and 
thus  hastening  the  restoration  of  peace.  To  this 
end  I  recommend  that  authority  should  be  given 
to  call  into  the  public  service  a  large  body  of  vol¬ 
unteers  to  serve  for  not  less  than  six  or  twelve 
months,  unless  sooner  discharged.  A  volunteer 
force  is,  beyond  question,  more  efficient  than  any 
other  description  of  citizen-soldiers;  and  it  is  not 
to  be  doubted  that  a^  number  far  beyond  that  re¬ 
quired  would  readily  rush  to  the  field  upon  the  call 
of  their  country.  I  further  recommend  that  a 
liberal  provision  be  made  for  sustaining  our  entire 
military  force,  and  furnishing  it  with  supplies  and 
munitions  of  war. 

“  The  most  energetic  and  prompt  measures,  and 
the  immediate'appearance  in  arms  of  a  large  and 
overpowering  force,  are  recommended  to  Congress 
as  the  most  certain  and  efficient  means  of  bringing 
the  existing  collision  with  Mexico  to  a  speedy  and 
successful  termination. 

“  In  making  these  recommendations,  I  deem  it 
proper  to  declare  that  it  is  my  anxious  desire  not 
only  to  terminate  hostilities  speedily,  but  to  bring 
all  matters  in  dispute  between  this  Government 
and  Mexico  to  an  early  and  amicable  adjustment; 
and,  in  this  view,  I  shall  be  prepared  to'  renew 
negotiations,  whenever  Mexico  shall  be  ready  to 
receive  propositions,  or  to  make  propositions  of 
her  own. 

“  I  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  the  correspond¬ 
ence  between  our  Envoy  to  Mexico  and  the  Mex¬ 
ican  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs;  and  so  much  of 
the  correspondence  between  that  Envoy  and  the 
Secretary  of  State,  ana  between  the  Secretary  of 
War  and  the  General  in  command  on  the  Del 
Norte,  as  are  necessary  to  a  full  understanding  of 
the  subject. 

“JAMES  K.  POLK. 

“Washington,  May  \Uh,  1846.” 

Mr.  HARALSON  moved  (as  the  reading  would 
take  a  considerable  time)  that  the  message.and  doc¬ 
uments  be  laid  on  the  table  and  printed. 

Which,  after  a  short  discussion,  was  agreed  to.. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HARALSON,  the  House  then 
resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  and  proceeded  to  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  under  certain  contingencies  therein 
named,  to  accept  the  services  of  volunteers,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

After  considerable  discussion,  and  various  amend¬ 
ments  offered  and  disposed  of,  among  which  was 
that  offered  by  Mr.  Boyd,  being  the  first  section 
of  the  bill  as  passed,  the  committee,  rose  and  re¬ 
ported  the  bill  and  amendments  to  the  House.  On 
concurring  in  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Boyd,  the 
yeas  and  nays  were  ordered ,  and  resulted  as  fol- 
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lows:  Yeas  123,  nays  67 — 16  Whigs  voting  in  the 
affirmative. 

After  some  further  debate — 

The  question,  “  Shall  this  bill  pass?”  was  taken, 
and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Stephen  Adams,  An¬ 
derson,  Arnold,  Atkinson,  Baker,  Barringer,  Bed- 
inger,  Bayly,  Bell,  Benton,  Biggs,  James  Black, 
James  A.  Black,  Blanchard,  Bowlin,  Boyd,  Brink- 
erhoff,  Brockenbrough,  Brodhead,  Milton  Brown, 
William  G.  Brown,  Buffington,  Burt,  William  W. 
Campbell,  John  H.  Campbell,  Carroll,  Cathcart, 
John  G.  Chapman,  Augustus  A.  Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase,  Chiprnan,  Clarke,  Cobb,  Cocke, 
Collin,  Crozier,  Cullom,  Cummins,  Daniel,  Dar- 
gan,  Darragh,  Garrett  Davis,  Jefferson  Davis,  De 
Mott,  Dillingham,  Dobbin,  Dockery,  Douglas, 
Dromgoole,  Dunlap,  Edsall,  Ellsworth,  Erdrnan, 
John  H.  Ewing,  Edwin  H.  Ewing,  Faran,  Ficklin, 
Foot,  Fries,  Garvin,  Gentry,  Goodyear,  Gordon, 
Graham,  Grider,  Grover,  Hamlin,  Hampton,  Har¬ 
alson,  Harmanson,  Harper,  Henley,  Herrick,  Hil¬ 
liard,  Hoge,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  Isaac  E.  Holmes, 
Hopkins,  Hough,  John  W .  Houston,  G.  S.  Hous¬ 
ton,  E.  W.  Hubard, Hungerford,  James  B.  Hunt, 
Hunter,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Joseph  R.  Ingersoll, 
Joseph  Johnson,  Andrew  Johnson,  George  W. 
Jones,  Kennedy,  P.  King,  Thomas  Butler  King, 
Leib,  La  Sere,  Lewis.  Levin,  Ligon,  Lumpkin, 
Maclay,  McCIean,  McClelland,  McCIernand, Mc¬ 
Connell,  Joseph  J.  McDowell,  James  McDowell, 
McGaughey,  McHenry,  McKay,  Marsh,  John  P. 
Martin,  Barkley  Martin,  Miller,  Morris,  Morse, 
Moseley,  Moulton,  Niven,  Norris,  Owen,  Parrish, 
Payne,  Pendleton,  Perrill,  Pettit,  Phelps,  Pollock, 
Price,  Ramsey,  Rathbun,  Reid,  Relfe,  Rhett,  Rit¬ 
ter,  Roberts,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Sawtelle,  Sawyer, 
Scammon,  Schenck,  Seddon,  Alexander  D.  Sims, 
Leonard  H.  Sims,  Simpson,  Truman  Smith,  Albert 
Smith,  Thomas  Smith,  Robert  Smith,  Stanton, 
Starkweather,  Stewart,  St.John,  Strong,  Thibo¬ 
deaux,  Thomasson,  Jacob  Thompson,  Thurman, 
Tibbatts,  Toombs,  Towns,  Tredway,  Trumbo, 
Vinton,  Wentworth,  Wheaton,  WickvWinthrop, 
Woodruff,  Woodward,  Yancey,  Yell,  and  Young 
—  174* 

NAYS — Messrs.  John  Q..  Adams,  Ashmun, 
Cranston,  Culver,  Delano,  Giddings,  Grinnell, 
Hudson,  D.  P.  King,  Root,  Severance,  Strohm, 
Tilden,  and  Vance — 14. 

See  House  Journal,  page  793,  and  Congressional  Globe, 
page  793,  1st  sess.  29th  Cong. 

So  the  bill  was  passed  in  the.  following  form ,  viz: 

“  Whereas,  by  the  act  of  the  Republic  of  Mexi¬ 
co,  a  state  of  war  exists  between  that  Government 
and  the  United  States: 

“  Be  it  enacted  bn  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress 
assembled,  That  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  to  prosecute  said  war 
to  a  speedy  and  successful  termination,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  employ 
the  militia,  naval  and  military  forces  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  call  for  and  accept  the  services  of 
any  number  of  volunteers,  not  exceeding  fifty 
thousand,  who  may  offer  their  services,  either  as 
cavalry,  artillery,  or  riflemen,  to  serve  twelve 
months  after  they  shall  have  arrived  at  the  place  of 
rendezvous,  or  to  the  end  of  the  war,  unless  sooner 
discharged;  and  that  the  sum  often  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the  treasury,  or  to  come 

*  Sixteen  prominent  Whigs  who  voteil  in  the  affirmative  as 
aboye,  voted  for  the  Ashmun  amendment.  See  8th  page. 


into  the  treasury,  not  otherwise  appropriated,  be, 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  appropriated,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  carrying  the  provisions  of  this  £tct  into- 
effect.  . 

“Sec.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted ,  That  the 
militia,  when  called  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States  by  virtue  of  this  act,  or  any  other  act,,  may, 
if  in  the  opinion  of  the’  President  of  the  United 
States  the  public  interest  requires  it,,  be  compelled 
to  serve  for  a  term  not  exceeding  six  months,  after 
their  arrival  at  the  place  of  rendezvous,  in  any  one 
year,  unless  sooner  discharged. 

“  Sec.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  said 
volunteers  shall  furnish  their  own  clothes,  and  if 
cavalry,  their  own  horses;  and  when  mustered  into 
service  shall  be  armed  and  equipped  at  the  expense 
of  the  United  States. 

“  Sec.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  said 
volunteers  shall,  when  called  into  hctual  service, 
and  while  remaining  therein,  be  subject  to  the  rules- 
and  articles  of  war,  and  shall  be  in  all  respects,  ex¬ 
cept  as  to  clothing  and  pay,  placed  on  the  same 
footing  with  similar  corps  of  the  United  States 
army;  and  in  lieu  of  clothing,  every  non-commis¬ 
sioned  officer  and  private,  in  any  company,  who 
may  thus  offer  himself,  shat!  be  entitled ,  when  called 
into  actual  service,  to  receive  in* money  a  sum. 
equal  to  the  cost  of  clothing  of  anon-commissioned 
officer  or  private  (as  the  case  may  be)  in  the  regular 
troops  of  the  United  States. 

“  Sec.  5.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  said 
volunteers  so  offering  their  services  shall  be  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  President  in  companies,  battalions,' 
squadrons,  and  regiments,  .whose  officers  shall  be 
appointed  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law  in  the 
several  States  and  Territories  to  which  such  com¬ 
panies,  battalions,  squadrons,  and  regiments,  shall 
respectively  belong. 

“  Sec.  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the 
President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  toorganize  companies  so  tendering  their 
services  into  battalions  or  squadrons,  battalions 
and  squadrons  into  regiments,  regiments  into  bri¬ 
gades,  and  brigades  into  divisions,  as  soon  as  the 
number  of  volunteers  shall  render  such  organiza¬ 
tion,  in  his  judgment,  expedient;  and  shall,  by 
and  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate,  appoint  the  gen¬ 
erals  of  brigade  and  division,  and  the  general  staff, 
as  now  authorized  by  law:  Provided,  however.  That 
major  generals  and  brigadier  generals  shall  have 
the  appointment  of  their  own  aids-de-camp;  and 
the  President  shall,  if  necessary,  apportion  the 
staff,  field ,  and  general  officers  among  the  respective 
States  and  Territories  from  which  the  volunteers 
shall  tender  their  services,  as  he  may  deem  proper. 

“Sec.  7.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the 
volunteers  who  may  be  received  into  the  service  of 
the  United  States  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of 
this  act,  and  who  shall  be  wounded  or  otherwise 
disabled  in  the  service,  sjiall  be  entitled  to  all  the 
benefit  which  may  be  conferred  on  persons  wound¬ 
ed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States. 

“  Sec.  3.  And  bt  it  farther  enacted,  That  the 
President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  forthwith  to  complete  all  the  public 
armed  vessels  now  authorized  by  law,  and  to  pur¬ 
chase  or  charter,  arm,  equip,  and  man  such  mer¬ 
chant  vessels  and  steamboats  as,  upon  examina¬ 
tion,  may  be  found  fit,  or  easily  converted  into 
armed  vessels  fit  for  the  public  service,  and  in  such 
number  as  he  may  deem  necessary  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  seaboard,  lake  coast,  and  the  general 
defence  of  the  country. 
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“  Sec.  9.  And  be  it  further  enacted ,  That,  when¬ 
ever  the  militiaonvolunteers  are  called  and  received 
into  the  service  of  the  United  States  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  act,  they  shall  have  the  organization 
of  the  army  of  the  United  States,  and  shall  have 
the  same  pay  and  allowances,  except  as  follows, 
to  wit:  Privates  of  infantry,  artillery,  and  riflemen 
shall  receive  ten  dollars  per  rndnth,  and  privates  of 
volunteer  mounted  corps  twenty  dollars  per  month, 
for  their  services  and  the  use  and  risk  of  their 
horses.” 

And  its  title  was  so  amended  as  to  read  “  An 
act  providing  for  the  prosecution  of  the  existing 
war  between  the  United  States  and  the  Republic 
of  Mexico.” 

The  bill  was  then  sent  to  the  Senate. 


IN  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  May  12,  184G. 

The  following  bill  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Representatives:  “  An  act  providing  for  the 
prosecution  of  the  existing  war  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Republic  of  Mexico.” 

The  bill  was  read  a  first  and  second  time  by  its 
title. 

Mr.  SPEIGHT  called  for  the  reading  of  the  en¬ 
tire  bill,  and  the  bill  was  accordingly  read. 

Mr.  ALLEN  moved  to  postpone  the  prior  orders 
of  the  day,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding,  at  once, 
to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Pending  this  motion,  a  long  and  animated  debate 
ensued,  and  various  amendments  were  offered. 

General  Cass  participated  in  the  debate,  and 
spoke  as  follows: 

Mr.  CASS.  I  do  not  rise  to  detain  the  Senate 
long,  nor  to  enter  into  any  protracted  discussion 
of  the  subject  now  under  consideration.  I  have 
but  little  to  say,  and  I  shall  say  that  speedily.  In 
the  first  place,  sir,  I  desire  to  answer  the  appeal 
which  has  been  made  to  this  side  of  the  Chamber 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  J. 
M.  Clayton.]  He  desires  that  portion  of  the  bill 
which  asserts  the  existence  of  a  war  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico,  brought  on  by  the  ag¬ 
gression  of  the  latter,  should  be  passed  by  for  the 
present,  and  that  we  should  now  confine  ourselves 
to  a  consideration  of  the  measures  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  the  country.  For  my  own  part,  I  should 
be  happy  to  take  the  course  indicated  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Delaware,  and  which  he  asks  us  to  adopt, 
were  1  not  prevented  from  doing  so  by  higher  con¬ 
siderations.  If  we  appropriate  money  and  raise 
men  for  the  mere  purpose  of  repelling  an  invasion, 
we  place  ourselves  in  the  very  position  which  the 
honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Cal¬ 
houn]  deemed  yesterday  the  proper  one,  and  to 
which  I  then  expressed,  and  yet  feel,  insuperable 
objections.  A  Mexican  army  is  upon  our  soil. 
Are  we  to  confine  our  efforts  to  repelling  .them  ? 
Are  we  to  drive  them  to  the  border,  and  then  stop 
our  pursuit,  and  allow  them  to  find  a  refuge  in  their 
own  territory  ?  And  what  then?  To  collect  again 
to  cross  our  frontier  at  some  other  point,  and  again 
to  renew  the  same  scenes,  to  be  followed  by  a  sim¬ 
ilar  immynity  ?  What  sort  of  a  condition  of  things 
would  this  be,  sir?  The  advantage  would  be  alto¬ 
gether  on  the  side  of  the  Mexicans,  while  the  loss 
would  be  altogether  ours.  Their  army  is  main¬ 
tained  at  any  rate,  'and  it  would  cost  them  little 
more  to  renew  and  continue  these  border  contests 
than  to  keep  their  troops  in  their  cantonments, 
while  we  must  spread  troops  along  our  border,  and 


hold  them  in  readiness  to  meet  these  invasions  at 
whatever  point  they  may  be  attempted.  Now,  sir, 
no  vote  of  mine  shall  place  my  country  in  this  sit¬ 
uation.  And  besides,  these  Mexican  hostilities 
will  not  be  confined  to  operations  by  land.  Are 
we  to  suffer  their  privateers  to  spread  themselves 
over  jhe  ocean,  to  capture  our  sailors  and  vessels, 
and  to  ruin  our  commerce?  This  state  of  things, 
I,  for  one,  am  disposed  to  meet  with  promptitude 
and  energy.  Mexico  has  attacked  the  United 
States — has  placed  herself  in  a  belligerent  attitude. 
And  now  let  her  takeithe  consequences  of  her  own 
aggression.  For  these  reasons,  sir,  while  we  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  defence  of  the  country ,  I  am  for  making 
the  defence  effectual  by  not  only  driving  off  the 
enemy,  but  by  following  them  into  their  own  ter¬ 
ritory,  and  by  dictating  a  peace  even  in  the  capital, 
if  it  be  necessary. 

But,  sir,  why  does  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Delaware  ask  the  separation,  and  request  us  to 
postpone  our  decision  upon  the  relative  condition 
of  this  country  and  Mexico,  while  we  provide  only 
for  driving  the  invaders  from  our  soil?  He  say3, 
sir,  that  he  desires  time  to  examine  the  documents 
which  the  President  has  submitted  to  us,  before  he 
carl  decide  whether  there  is  a  state  of  war  between 
the  United  States  and  Mexico.  I  cannot  conceive, 
sir,  that  any  delay  can  be  necessary  for  this  pur¬ 
pose.  The  main  facts  are  indisputable.  They  are 
before  the  Senate,  before  the  country,  and  before 
the  world. .  A  Mexican  army  has  passed  our 
boundary,  and  is  now  upon  the  soil  of  the  Republic. 
Our  troops  have  been  attacked ,  captured ,  and  killed . 
Our  army  is  surrounded,  and  efforts  are  making  to 
subdue  them.  Now,  sir,  no  documents  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  establish  these  facts;  and  these  facts,  it 
seems  to  me,  are  all  that  can  be  necessary  to  justify 
the  statement  of  the  President  of  the  existence  of 
war,  and  our  concurrence  in  his  recommendation. 
If,  indeed,  the  object  be  to  examine  the  conduct  of 
the  Executive,  to  ascertain  whether  this  condition 
of  things  is  to  be  attributed  to  him,  then  undoubt¬ 
edly,  a  careful  examination  of  the  documents 
would  be  necessary.  And  from  indications  al¬ 
ready  given,  I  presume  that  such  an  investigation 
will  be  entered  upon.  For  one,  I  am  prepared  to 
enter  into  it,  and  I  will  venture  to  predict  that  the 
more  severe  it  is,  the  more  triumphant  for  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  be  the  result.  But  that  subject 
may  well  give  way  to  this.  Let  us  postpone  that 
inquiry  till  we  are  provided  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  and  the  vindication  of  our  honor.  That 
course  seems  to  me  to  be  equally  indicated  by  duty, 
by  policy,  and  by  patriotism. 

And  now,  sir,  permit  me  to  advert  to  another 
branch  of  this  subject.  Strange  doctrines  have 
been  heard  yesterday  and  to-day,  such  as  have 
been  presented  neither  by  the  history  of  our  own 
country  nor  that  of  any  other.  Among  those  who 
oppose  the  course  of  the  Executive,  there  seems  to 
be  an  important  difference  of  opinion  on  some  of 
the  principles  which  should  regulate  our  conduct. 
By  some  it  is  contended  that  the  invasion  of  the 
Mexican  army  is  not  an  act  of  war,  because  we 
have  no  proof  that  it  was  committed  by  the  order 
of  the  Mexican  Government.  While  others,  and 
among  them  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  maintain,  that  no  act  of  another  country 
can  create  a  state  of  war  with  this,  unless  such  war 
be  declared  by  Congress.  Now,  sir,  it  seems  to 
me  that  this  pretension  is  equally  dangerous  in 
its  conclusions,  and  unsound  in  the  reasoning  by 
which  it  is  supported.  If  I  understood  the  honor- 
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able  Senator  yesterday,  lie  considers  there  are  three 
conditions  in  which  our  country  may  be  placed 
with  relation  to  another.  A  state  of  peace,  of  war, 
and  of  hostilities.  This,  to  me,  sir,  is  a  new  divis¬ 
ion  of  the  principle  of  intercommunication  between 
different  countries.  War  I  understand,  and  peace 
I  understand, and  the  rights  and  duties  which  they 
bring  with  them.  But  a  state  of  hostilities  as  con¬ 
tradistinguished  from  these  relations,  is  a  new 
chapter  in  the  law  of  nations  to  me.  Our  Consti¬ 
tution  is  equally  silent  upon  the  subject.  I  sup¬ 
posed,  heretofore,  that  if  we  were  not  at  peace  with 
a  country,  we  were  at  war  with  it.  I  had  to  learn 
that  there  was  an  intermediate  state  creating  new 
rights  and  duties,  which  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  diffi¬ 
cult  to  find,  unless  a  new  Grotius  starts  up  upon  the 
occasion.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Ben¬ 
ton]  has  correctly  stated  that  there  may  be  war 
without  hostilities,  and  hostilities  without  war. 
Belligerent  operations  may  be  temporarily  sus¬ 
pended,  and  there  may  be  acts  of  aggression,  which 
may  be  called  hostilities,  which  may  be  committed 
without  the  authority  of  q  Government.  Rencon¬ 
tres,  for  instance,  between  ships-of-war,  or  preda¬ 
tory  incursions  across  the  boundary  of  a  country. 
But  there  can  be  no  hostilities  undertaken  by  a 
Government  which  do  not  constitute  a  state  of  war. 
War  is  a  fact,  sir,  created  by  an  effort  made  by 
one  nation  to  injure  another.  One  party  may 
make  a  war,  though  it  requires  two  parties  to 
make  a  peace.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
contends  that  as  Congress  alone  have  a  right,  by 
the  Constitution,  to  declare  w>ar,  therefore,  there 
can  be  no  war  till  it  is  thus  declared.  There  is  here 
a  very  obvious  error  It  is  certain  that  Congress 
alone  has  the  right  to  declare  war;  that  is,  there  is 
no  other  authority  in  the  United  States,  which,  on 
our  part,  can  change  the  relations  of  peace  with 
another  country  into  those  of  war.  No  authority 
but  Congress  can  commence  an  aggressive  war. 
But  another  country  can  commence  a  war  against 
us  without  the  cooperation  of  Congress.  Another 
country  can,  at  its  pleasure,  terminate  the  relations 
of  peace  with  us,  and  substitute  for  these  the  rela¬ 
tions  of  war,  with  their  legitimate  consequences. 
War  may  be  commenced  with  or  without  a  pre¬ 
vious  declaration.  It  may  be  commenced  by  a 
manifesto  announcing  the  fact  to  the  world,  or  by 
hostile  attacks  by  land  or  sea.  The  honorable 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Pennybacker]  has 
well  stated  the  modern  practice  of  nations  on  this 
subject.  He  has  referred  both  to  facts  and  author¬ 
ities,  showing  that  acts  of  hostility  with  or  without 
a  public  declaration,  constitute  a  state  of  war.  It 
was  thus  the  war  of  1756  was  commenced.  It  was 
thus,  I  believe,  was  commenced  the  war  between 
England  and  France  during  our  Revolution.  The 
peace  of  Amiens  was  terminated  by  an  act  of  hos¬ 
tility,  and  not  by  a  public  manifesto.  The  capture 
of  the  Danish  fleet  was  preceded  by  no  declaration 
of  the  intentions  of  the  British  Government.  Our 
own  war  of  1812  was  declared  on  the  18th  of  June. 
The  manifesto  of  the  Prince  Regent,  declaring  war 
against  us  was  not  issued  till  January  10,  1813. 
And  yet  long  before  that,  our  borders  had  been 
penetrated  in  many  directions,  an  army  had  been 
subdued  and  captured,  and  the  whole  territory  of 
Michigan  had  been  overrun  and  seized.  All  these 
facts  prove  conclusively  that  it  is  a  state  of  hostili¬ 
ties  that  produces  war,  and  not  any  formal  decla¬ 
ration.  Any  other  construction  would  lead  to  this 
practical  absurdity.  England,  for  instance,  by  an 
act  of  hostility  or  by  a  public  declaration ,  announces 


that  she  is  at  war  with  us.  If  the  view  presented 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is 
correct,  we  are  not  at  war  with  her  till  Congress 
has  acted  upon  the  subject.  One  party,  then,  is  at 
war,  while  the  other  is  at  peace;  or,  at  any  rate, 
in  this  new  intermediate  state  of  hostilities,  before 
unknown  to  the  world.  Now,  sir,  it  is  very  clear 
that  Mexico  is  at  war  with  us,  we  at  war  with 
her.  If  she  terminates  the  peaceful  relations  be¬ 
tween  two  countries,  they  are  terminated  whether 
we  consent  or  not.  The  new  state  of  things  thus 
created  does  not  depend  upon  the  will  of  Congress. 
The  two  nations  are  at  war,  because  one  of  them 
has  chosen  to  place  them  both  in  that  attitude. 

But,  sir,  it. is  contended  by  some  of  the  Senators 
that,  ip  the  present  case,  there  is  no  evidence  that 
the  invasion  of  our  territory  has  been  authorized 
by  the  Mexican  Government;  and  until  that  au¬ 
thority  is  shown,  the  act  itself  doe3  not  constitute 
a  state  of  war.  I  have  already  said,  sir,  that  there 
may  be  accidental  or  unauthorized  rencontres 
which  do  not  therefore  constitute  war.  The  case 
of  the  “Little  Belt’’  was  of  that  description.  But 
the  nature  and  circumstances  of  an  aggression 
sufficiently  indicate  its  true  character  and  conse¬ 
quences.  A  Mexican  army  invades  our  territory. 
The  President  calls  upon  Congress  for  the  neces¬ 
sary  means  to  repel  and  punish  this  act  of  aggres¬ 
sion.  And  we  are  met,  forsooth,  at  the  very 
threshold  of  our  proceedings,  that  it  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  that  this  invasion  has  been  committed  by  the 
authority  of  the  Mexican  Government.  Why, 
sir,  what  evidence  is  required  under  such  circurrr- 
stances?  Do  you  want  such  as  is  required  by  a 
county  court  in  investigating  a  claim  for  fifty  dol¬ 
lars?  Must  we  have  a  certificate  from  a  justice  of 
the  peace  of  Mexico  that  the  President  of  that  Re¬ 
public  has  directed  this  attack  upon  our  territory? 
And  whatever  evidence  may  be  required,  how  long 
are  we  to  wait  for  it?  How  far  may  the  invaders 
march  before  we  are  satisfied  that  we  are  at  war 
with  Mexico?  Why,  sir,  such  a  state  of  things 
must  be  judged  by  moral  evidence,  by  the  circum¬ 
stances  attending  it.  It  might  be  enough  to  say 
that  the  invasion  itself  throws  the  responsibility 
upon  the  Mexican  Government,  and  is  a  sufficient 
justification  for  us  in  holding  that  Government 
accountable.  The  negative  proof  is  not  upon  us. 
The  moral  presumption  is  sufficient  for  our  action. 
But,  sir,  there  is  much  more  than  the  bare  fact  of 
invasion  to  justify  the  conclusion  that  we  are  at 
war  with  Mexico.  The  Government  of  that 
country  has  protested  ever  since  the  first  project 
of  the  annexation  of  Texas,  and  has  announced 
its  completion  as  a  casus  belli.  They  have  with¬ 
drawn  their  minister  from  the  United  States,  and 
broken  off  all  diplomatic  relations  with  us.  They 
have  refused  to  recognize,  and  have  treated  with 
contumely,  our  minister,  charged  with  full  powers 
to  adjust  all  matters  in  dispute,  and  whom  they 
solemnly  promised  to  receive.  They  have  col¬ 
lected  an  army  upon  our  frontier,  and  have  sent 
to  assume  its  command  one  of  the  first  military 
officers  in  the  Republic.  He  summoned  General 
Taylor  to  retire,  or  that  war  would  immediately 
commence.  His  summons  being  disregarded,  he 
commenced  the  war  by  crossing  in  force  into  our 
territory,  by  attacking  our  troops,  and  by  surround¬ 
ing  our  army.  Now,  sir,  I  appeal  to  every  Sen¬ 
ator  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  if  he  does 
not  believe  that  all  this  has  been  done  by  order  of 
the  Mexican  Government.  1  presume  there  is  not 
a  man  within  the  sound  of  my  voice  who  will  not 
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say  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Mexican  general  has 
acted  under  the  direct  instructions  of  the  Mexican 
Government.  And  are  we  now  to  be  told,  sir,  that 
we  must  sit  still  till  we  ascertain  whether  his  acts 
have  been  avowed  or  disclaimed  ?  No,  sir.  A  hos¬ 
tile  army  is  in  our  country;  our  frontier  has  been 
penetrated;  a  foreign  banner  floats  over  the  soil  of 
the  Republic;  our  citizens  have  been  killed,  while 
defending  tiler  country;  a  great  blow  has  been 
aimed  at  us;  and  while  we  are  talking  and  asking 
for  evidence,  it  may  have  been  struck,  and  our  army 
been  annihilated.  And  what  then  ?  The  triumph¬ 
ant  Mexicans  will  march  onwards  till  they  reach 
the  frontiers  of  Louisiana,  or  till  we  receive  such 
a  formal  certificate  of  the  intentions  of  the  Mexi¬ 
can  Goverument  as  will  unite  us  in  a  determination 
to  recognize  the  existence  of  the  war,  and  to  take 
the  necessary  measures  to  prosecute  it  with  vigor. 
It  has,  indeed,  been  suggested  that  acts  of  hostility 
to  constitute  a  state  of  war  must  be  directed  by  the 
legitimate  authority  of  the  country;  and  if  not  con¬ 
stitutional  at  home,  they  cannot  be  operative  abroad. 
This  is  not  the  least  strange  among  the  strange  prin¬ 
ciples  we  have  heard  advanced  to-day.  What  have 
we  to  do  with  the  constitution  of  Mexico?  What 
have  we  to  do  with  the  powers  of  her  President, 
or  of  her  Congress  ?  It  is  not  for  us  to  stop  in  the 
midst  of  our  deliberations  to  turn  over  the  pages  of 
the  last  (so  called)  constitution  of  Mexico,  and  to 
seek  how  the  powers  of  Government  are  divided 
among  its  various  functionaries,  nor  to  inquire  what 
is  the  last  pronunciamento,  or  who  is  the  present 
Dictator  of  that  unhappy  country.  The  changes, 
both  of  authority  and  authorities,  are  so  rapid  that 
it  is  difficult  to  keep  pace  with  them.  Whoever 
directs  the  military  power  of  the  Mexican  Govern¬ 
ment  against  us  is,  for  our  purposes,  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Mexican  nation.  Whether  he  has 
attained  that  power  by  usurpation,  by  false  con¬ 
struction,  or  by  an  exercise  of  legitimate  authority, 
the  responsibility  of  his  country  is  the  same.  If  a 
fleet  of  the  United  States  should,  by  order  of  the 
President,  bombard  an  English  town,  or  commit 
any  other  act  of  aggression,  certainly  we  should  be 
held  responsible;  and  such  acts  of  aggression  would 
be  considered  acts  of  war.  Honorable  Senators 
have  said  that  this  act  of  invasion  by  the  Mexican 
army  may  be  unauthorized;  and  they  demand  of 
us,  what  would  be  the  condition  of  the  two  coun¬ 
tries  if  such  should  turn  out  to  be  the  fact?  Why, 
sir,  .the  answer  is  equally  clear  and  easy.  If  the 
Mexican  Government  should  disavow  the  act  of 
invasion,  withdraw  their  army,  punish  their  gen¬ 
eral,  and  make  proper  satisfaction  for  the  injury 
done,  peace  would  be  immediately  restored.  But 
until  this  is  done,  we  have  only  to  accept  the 
state  of  war  which  is  offered  to  us,  and  act  accord¬ 
ingly. 

I  have  no  doubt  the  boundary  of  Texas  goes  to 
the  Rio  del  Norte.  But  I  do  not  place  the  justifi¬ 
cation  of  our  Government  upon  any  question  of 
title.  Granting  that  the  Mexicans  have  a  claim  to 
that  country  as  well  as  we,  still  the  nature  of  the 
aggression  is  not  changed.  We  were  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  country — a  possession  obtained  with¬ 
out  conflict.  And  we  could  not  be  divested  of  this 
possession  but  by  our  own  consent,  or  by  an  act 
of  war.  The  ultimate  claim  to  the  country  was  a 
question  for  diplomatic  adjustment.  Till  that  took 
place,  the  possessive  right  was  in  us;  and  any 
attempt  to  dislodge  us  was  a  clear  act  of  war.  It 
appears  to  me,  sir,  that  the  present  is  a  most  im¬ 
portant  crisis  in  the  history  of  this  country — a 


crisis  which  is,  perhaps,  to  affect  our  character  and 
our  destiny  for  a  long  series  of  years.  If  we  meet 
this  act  of  aggression  promptly,  vigorously,  ener¬ 
getically,  as  becomes  the  representatives  of  a  great 
and  spirited  people,  we  shall  furnish  a  lesson  to  the 
world  which  will  be  profitably  remembered  here¬ 
after.  But  if  we  spend  our  time  in  useless  discus¬ 
sion — if  we  adopt  timid,  half-way  measures — if  we 
delay  action,  seeking  for  further  evidence,  we  shall 
exhibit  counsels  and  conduct  whose  effects  will 
impress  themselves  upon  many  a  chapter  of  our 
future  history.  Our  institutions  have  no  admirers 
among  the  monarchical  and  aristocratical  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  Old  World.  Our  condition  and  pro¬ 
gress  are  a  standing  reproach  to  many  of  the  politi¬ 
cal  principles  which  are  there  practically  adopted. 
This  new  doctrine  of  a  balance  of  power  on  the 
American  continent  is  an  unerring  indication  of 
what  they  apprehend  and  what  they  design.  We 
have  but  one  safe  course  before  us.  Let  us  put 
forth  our  whole  strength.  Let  us  organize  a  force 
that  will  leave  no  doubt  as  to  the  result.  Let  us 
enter  the  Mexican  territory,  and  conquer  a  peace 
at  the  point  of  the  bayonet.  Let  us  move  on,  till 
we  meet  reasonable  proposals  from  the  Mexican 
Government;  and  if  these  are  not  met  this  side  of 
the  capital,  let  us  take  possession  of  the  city  of 
Montezuma,  and  dictate  Qiir.own  conditions.  And 
I  trust  those  conditions  will  be  honorable  and  rea¬ 
sonable.  If  all  this  is  done  soon,  it  will  be  well 
done.  But  if  delayed,  there  will  be  other  parties 
than  Mexico  who  will  soon  mingle  themselves  in 
this  affair;  and  the  consequences  may  be  felt 
throughout  the  civilized  world.  I  am  not  afraid  to 
trust  the  President  with  the  necessary  power  to 
vindicate  the  country,  and  defend  its  honor.  I  be¬ 
lieve  he  will  execute  his  duties  ably  and  patrioti¬ 
cally.  Before  I  conclude,  I  beg  leave  to  tender  my 
thanks  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Texas, 
[Mr.  Houston,]  for  the  patriotic  sentiments  he 
has  this  day  uttered.  He  has  shown  us  that  he  is 
as  able  to  advocate  the  rights  of  his  country  in 
counsel  as  to  maintain  them  in  arms.  His  name 
is  connected  with  one  of  those  imperishable  deeds 
which  connect  themselves  with  the  fate  of  nations. 
'He  led  the  forces  of  his  adopted  country  upon  that 
day  which  secured  their  independence,  and  broke 
the  power  of  Mexico.  He  had  the  rare  good  for¬ 
tune  to  overthow  a  hostile  army,  and  to  capture 
the  Chief  Magistrate  of  a  hostile  nation.  The  Ro¬ 
mans  would  have  given  him  an  ovation.  We  will 
give  him  what  is  better  than  that  for  a  republican 
— a  hearty  reception  among  us,  and  the  tribute  of 
our  thanks  for  his  worth  and  services. 

After  the  conclusion  of  the  debate,  the  question, 
“Shall  the  bill  pass?”  was  put,  and  resulted  as 
follows: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Allen,  Archer,  Ashley,  Atchi¬ 
son,  Atherton,  Bagby,  Barrow,  Benton,  Breese, 
Bright,  Cameron,  Cass,  John  M.  Clayton,  Col¬ 
quitt,  Corwin,  Crittenden,  Dayton,  Dix,  Houston, 
Jarnagin,  Jenness,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson 
of  Louisiana,  Lewis,  McDuffie,  Mangum,  More- 
head,  Niles,  Pennybacker,  Rusk,  Semple,  Sevier, 
Simmons,  Speight,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Uptiam, 
Westcott,  Woodbridge,  and  Yulee — 40. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Thos.  Clayton  and  Davis-»-2. 

See  Senate  Journal,  page  288,  and  Congressional  Globe, 
page  804,  1st  sess.  29tU  Cong. 

Early  after  the  assembling  of  the  30th  Congress 
last  winter,  the  Whigs  (they  having  a  small  ma¬ 
jority  in  the  House  of  Representatives)  began  to 
offer  propositions  in  the  form  of  preambles  and 
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resolutions  in  relation  to  the  Mexican  war,  setting 
forth  the  dangerous  principles  they  profess;  among 
which  may  be  found,  in  the  5th  and  6th  number 
of  the  Congressional  Globe,  those  offered  by  Ste¬ 
phens,  Botts,  Van  Dyke,  Dickey,  Hampton, and 
others. 

On  the  3d  January,  1848,  Mr.  Hudson,  a  Whig 
member  from  Massachusetts,  and  one  of  the  mem¬ 
orable  fourteen ,  offered  the  following  resolution, 
upon  which  he  called  the  -previous  question. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  direct¬ 
ed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  requesting  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  to  withdraw,  to  the  east  bank  of 
the  Rio  Grande,  our  armies  now  in  Mexico,  and  to  propose 
to  the  Mexican  Government  forthwith  a  treaty  of  peace  on 
the  following  basis,  namely:  That  we  relinquish  all  claim 
to  indemnity  for  the  expenses  of  the  war,  and-  that  the 
boundary  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  shall  be 
established  at  or  near  the  desert  between  the  Nueces  and 
the  Rio  Grande  ;  that  Mexico  shall  be  held  to  pay  all  just 
claims  due  to  our  citizens  at  the  commencement  of  the  war, 
and  that  a  convention  shall  he  entered  into  by  the  two  na¬ 
tions  to  provide  for  the  liquidation  of  those  claims  and  the 
mode  of  payment 

After  some  conversation  on  points  of  order — 

‘  The  question  recurred  on  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution;  which  was  decided  in  the  negative,  by 
yeas  and  nays,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  J.  Q.  Adams,  Ashmun,  Belcher, 
Blanchard,  Botts,  Boydqji,  Brady,  Buckner,  Collamer, 
Conger,  Cranston,  Crowell,  Dickey,  Dixon,  Nathan  Evans, 
Fisher,  Giddings,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  1C.  Hall,  Henry, 
Hubbard,  Hudson,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P.  King,  Mcllvaine, 
Marsh,  Marvin,  Julius  Rockwell,  Root,  Rurnsey,  Schenck, 
Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Strohm,R.  VV.  Thompson, 
Tuck,  Vinlon,  Warren,  and  Wilson — 41. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Green  Adams,  Barringer,  Barrow,  Bayly, 
Beale,  Bedinger,  Bingham,  Birdsall,  Black,  Bowdon,  Brod- 
lread,  William  G.  Brown,  Charles  Brown,  Burt,  Butler, 
Cabell,  Cathcart,  Chase,  Beverley  L.  Clark,  Clingman, 
Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collins, 
Crozier,  Cummins,  Daniel,  Dickinson,  Donnell,  Duer,  Gar¬ 
nett  Duncan,  Dunn,  Edwards,  Embree,  Alexander  Evans, 
Faran,  Farrelly,  Featlierston,  Ficklin,  Fries,  French,  Ful¬ 
ton,  Gentry,  Goggin,  Green,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Hammons, 
James  G.  Hampton,  Moses  Hampton,  Harmanson,  Harris, 
Haskell,  Henley,  Hill,  Hilliard,  Isaac  E.  Holmes,  George  S. 
Houston,  J.  W.  Houston,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Joseph 
R.  Ingersoll,  Irvin,  Jameson,  Jenkins,' Andrew  Johnson, 
James  H.  Johnson,  Robert  W.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones, 
John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kennon,  Thomas  Butler  King, 
Lalim,  La  S6re,  Lawrence,  Leffler,  Ligon,  Lincoln,  Lump¬ 
kin,  McClelland,  McClernand,  McDowell,  McLane,  Mann, 
Meade,  Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Mullin,  Murphy,  Nes,  Peas- 
lee,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Pillsbury,  Preston,  Putnam,  Rhett, 
Reynolds,  Richardson,  Richey,  Robinson,  Rockhill,  John  A. 
Rockwell,  St.  John,  Sawyer,  Shepperd,  Sherrill,  Simp'On, 
Sims,  Smart,  Robert  Smith,  Stanton,  Starkweather,  Ste¬ 
phens,  Andrew  Stewart,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strong,  Silves¬ 
ter,  Thibodeaux,  Taylor,  Thomas,  Tompkins,  Jas.  Thomp¬ 
son,  Jacob  Thompson,  J.  B.  Thompson,  Wm.  Thompson, 
Thurston,  Toombs,  Turner,  Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Wick, 
Williams,  and  Woodward — 135. 

So  the  resolution  was  disagreed  to. 

It  will  be  seen  by  the  above  vote  that  41  Whigs 
recorded  their  names  in  favor  of  withdrawing  our 
armies  from  Mexico  at  a  very  unpropitious  time. 

On  the  same  day, 

Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Delaware — previous  notice 
having  been  given — introdued  the  following  joint 
resolution  of  thanks  to  Major  General  Taylor: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  Stales  of  Jimerica  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  the 
thanks  of  Congress  are  due,  and  they  are  hereby  tendered, 
to  Major  General  Zachary  Taylor,  and  through  him  to  the 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  regular  army  and  of  the  volun¬ 
teers  under  his  command,  for  their  indomitable  valor,  skill, 
and  good  conduct,  conspicuously  displayed  on  the  22d  and 
23d  da)  s  of  February  last,  in  the  battle  of  Buena  Vista,  in 

Washington,  June,  1848. 


defeating  a  numerous  Mexican  army, .  consisting  of  four 
times  their  number,  and  composed  of  chosen  troops,  under 
their  favorite  commander,  General  Santa  Anna,  and  there¬ 
by  obtaining  a  victory  over  the  enemy,  vVhich,  for  its  signal 
and  brilliant  character,  is  unsurpassed  in  the  military  annals 
of  the  world. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re¬ 
quested  to  cause  to  be  struck  a  gold  medal,  with  devices 
emblematical  of  this  splendid  achievement,  and  presented 
to  Major  General  Taylor,  as  a  testimony  of  the  high  sense 
entertained  by  Congress  of  his  judicious  and  distinguished 
conduct  on  that  memorable  occasion. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re¬ 
quested  to  cause  the  foregoing  resolutions  to  be  communi¬ 
cated  to  Major  General  Taylor  in  such  manner  as  lie  may 
deem  best  calculated  to  effect  tiie  objects  thereof. 

Mr.  JAMESON  moved  their  commitment  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  HENLEY  moved  to  amend,  by  adding  an 
instruction  to  the  committee  to  add  the  words 
“  engaged  as  they  were  in  defending  the  rights  and 
honor  of  the  nation.”  On  this  he  asked  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  ASHMUN,  of  Mass.,  another  of  the  four¬ 
teen,  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  adding 
the  words  “  in  a  war  unnecessarily  and  unconsti¬ 
tutionally  begun  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.” 

After  some  conversation  on  the  subject,  the  yeas 
and  nays  were  ordered  on  Mr.  Ashmun’s  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment;  and,  being  taken,  they 
resulted  as  follows: 

YEAS— Messrs.  John  Q.  Adams,  Ashmun,  Barringer, 
Barrow,  Belcher,  Botts,  Brady,  Buckner,  Canby,  Clingman, 
Cocke,  Collamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crowell,  Crosier, 
Dickey,  Dixon,  Donnell,  Duer,  Daniel  Duncan,  Garnett 
Duncan,  Dunn,  Edkert,  Edwards,  Alexander  Evans,  Nathan 
Evans,  Fisher,  Fulton,  Gayle,  Gentry,  Giddings,  Goggin, 
Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  James  G.  Hampton,  Has¬ 
kell,  Henry,  John  VV.  Houston,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Irvin, 
Kellogg,  Thomas  Butler  King,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lincoln, 
Mcllvaine,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Mullin,  Nes,  Newall,  Preston, 
Putnam,  Reynolds,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell, 
Root,  Rurnsey,  St.  John,  Schenck,  Shepperd,  Sherrill,  Slin- 
gerland,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Stephens,  Andrew 
Stewart,  Slrohm,  Silvester,  Thibodeaux,  Taylor,  Tomp¬ 
kins,  Richard  VV.  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Toombs, 
Tuck,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton,  Warren,  and  Wilson — 82. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Beale,  Bedinger,  Birdsall,  Black,  Bow¬ 
don,  Brodhead,  William  G.  Brown,  Charles  Brown,  Cath¬ 
cart,  Chase,  Beverly  L.  Clark,  Howell  Cobb,  Willi&ruson 
R.  W.  Colrb,  Cummins,  Daniel,  Dickinson,  Faran,  Feather- 
ston,  Ficklin,  Fries,  French,  Green,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Moses 
Hampton,  Harmanson,  Harris,  Henley,  Ilill,  George  S. 
Houston,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Jameson,  Jenkins,  An¬ 
drew  Johnson,  Robert  W.  Johnson,  Goorge'W.  Jones,  Kauf¬ 
man,  Kennon,  Lalim,  La  Sere,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Leftler, 
Lord,  Lumpkin,  McClelland,  McClernand,  McDowell,  Mc¬ 
Lane,  Mann,  Meade,  Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Murphy,  Peas- 
lee,  Peck,  Phelps,  Pillsbury,  Rhett,  Richardson,  Rifchey, 
Robinson,  Rockhill,  Sawyer,  Sims,  Smart,  Robert  Smith, 
Stanton,  Starkweather,  Charles  E. "Stuart,  Strong, Thomas, 
James  Thompson,  Jacob  Thompson,  William  Thompson, 
Thurston,  Turner,  Venable,  Wick,  and  Williams — 81. 

See  House  Journal,  page  184;  and  Congressional  Globe, 
page  95, 1st  session  30th  Congress. 

Thus,  it  will  be  perceived,  the  Whig  party  in 
Congress,  who,  with  very  few  exceptions,  had 
voted  at"  the  first  session  of  the  twenty-ninth  Con¬ 
gress  that  “  by  the  act  of  the  Republic  of  Mexico 
a  state  of  war  exists  between  that  Government 
and  the  United  States,”  did,  at  the  first  session  of 
the  thirtieth  Congress,  last  January,  solemnly  vote 
that  the  war  was  “  unnecessarily  and  unconstitu¬ 
tionally  begun  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  ” 

Can  political  inconsistency  go  further? 
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